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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 

Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, Inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1 (a)(1) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notifed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

if this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant Is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 
months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/1SAE20 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was field, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide andfcr amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filingjfurnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 



3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing andbr table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 

1. H The following document has not been furnished: 

S copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43b/s.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43d/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 436/S.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43Ws.1(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 
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2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 : DATABASE WPI Section Ch, Week 1 9971 3 Derwent Publications Ltd., 

London, GB; Class A26, AN 1997-140718 XP002281 197 & JP 09 020540 A 
(SHINETSU CHEM IND CO LTD), 21 January 1997 (1997-01-21) 

D2: ZHUKOV M I ET AL: 'Polymer-mineral paste for strengthening ceramic tiles' 
CHEMICAL ABSTRACTS + INDEXES, AMERICAN CHEMICAL SOCIETY. 
COLUMBUS, US, vol. 96, no. 6, 8 February 1982 (1 982-02-08), page 309 
XP000060847 ISSN: 0009-2258 



Novelty 

1.1) The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1 ) PCT, because 
the subject-matter of claims 1 -8 is not new in the sense of Article 33(2) PCT. 

1 .2) The document D1 discloses (see Abstract) shrinkage reducing additive for 
cementitious composition consisting of a polyoxyalkylene modified organopolysiloxane 
and compositions comprising the shrinkage reducing additive. 

The shrinkage reducing additives with the limitations of claims 2-5 of the present 

application appears to be disclosed in claim 3 of JP 09 020540. 

The subject matter of claims 1-5,7 is therefore regarded as not being novel over D1 . 

1 .3) The document D2 discloses (see Abstract) shrinkage reducing additive for 
cementitious composition consisting of organopolysiloxane and composition comprising 
the shrinkage reducing additive. The composition comprises also finely divided silica 
(sand). 

The subject matter of claims 1,2,6-8 is therefore regarded as not being novel over D2. 
Inventive Step 

2.1) It is remarked that even if some particular compounds disclosed in claims 2-5 
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presently on file may not be disclosed in D1 , in the absence of a technical and/or 
surprising and/or unexpected effect and in view of the prior art, their selection is not 
regarded as involving an inventive step. 

3) It is not at present apparent which part of the application could serve as a basis for a 
new, allowable claim. Should the applicant nevertheless regard some particular matter 
as patentable, an independent claim should be filed. The applicant should also indicate 
in the letter of reply the difference of the subject-matter of the new claim vis-a-vis the 
state of the art and the significance thereof. 

4) In order to facilitate the examination of the conformity of the amended application 
with the requirements of Article 34(2)(b) PCT, the applicant is requested to clearly 
identify the amendments carried out, no matter whether they concern amendments by 
addition, replacement or deletion, and to indicate the passages of the application as 
filed on which these amendments are based (see also Rule 66.8(a) PCT). 

If the applicant regards it as appropriate these indications could be submitted in 
handwritten form on a copy of the relevant parts of the application as filed. 
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